3/25/72 



Mr. Jack Anderson 
1612 K S*. t NW 
Washington, D*C* 

• f * 

Dear Mr* Anderson, 

» 4 

If the early edition of thin morning' a Poet and ye sterday's radio coverage are a 
fair representation, there la a rather good story in the release, if there was one, on 
Hoover's report on your Beard memo and in the report itself* 

I tried to alert you to a oertain y a week ago, in advance of this, and knew of the 
probability of what has happened, as oarbons of correspondence with reporter friends 
who papers won't take any initiative will show* 

A mythology has gensinated and matured in tho pres , that those who question the 
investigation of tho assassination of JFK (all by Hoover, by the way) are all nuts and 
have to be# ^’hose reporters who have a decant concern for their society usually can' t 
conceive that the few of us conducting serious researches and investigations have exactly 
this concern. 

)|n any event, Z have. In my work, become a kind of expert on Hoover, the FBI and their 
special use of language and semantic techniques. I think it would be an ultra-conservative 
estimate to say that I have 5,000 pages of FBI reports. 1 know 1 have more than 2,000 pages 
I have not yet had a chance to read, leave alone study. From close study of Hoover' e 
netted I have learned where to look and for what. I have learned the probability of truth 
where he hides it, and have in a fair number of oases, including one to be heard on appeal 
next month, in a freedom of information suit, found the missing answers, the . uncongenial 
truth Hoover hides. 

CBS— TV net news last night stewed what seemed to he this Hoover report on your 
Beard mom. Give ms a copy and I'll translate it from “oover into I n gliah for you. 
Klaindiaaat. by the way, studied at the feet of the old master. 1 liave a fine sample 
of tha w method over his signature. And what that letter also says is, "I Richard 
Kleindianet, can a big liar." 

Z hope you do not miss tho obvious in this. *t has to be a good story. I'll know 
by the time you get this letter unless you are holding it bock. 

Hoover is almost am predictable as the tide to those who have not been conditioned. 
One of the ma w a of conditioning is favoring with "leeks". I am not so conditioned. He 
won't even give me a press release. 

Toum Chile story on ITT is not new to ITT. It goes back to before your day, to when 
it was run by Sosthenes Bene. Good digging and good luck. 



Sincerely, 
Harold rfeisbarg 






, T ° r ' ne t0 mail thi3 latter thiB because some thoughtful 

soul removed my mailbox alone along the entire road on which wc live and threw it intTmy 

pond (If this sounds paranoid, phone M0>5101 and ask for Officer McCarthy). So. I'll be 
dri^g Into «o» to _U It. Thun, wh* I ntop.^d tor luooll , “S thf J.tO p.^! 

Ij ( " T S!* 4 *° mUP *° *“ “ “W »*’«• * different report S the 

P*m. 3o net radio news). WAYA quotes ITT as saying that chemical testing proves the 
^eard memo was written much later. Aside from the clear inference that iio over gave it to 
them, otherwise tow can they have more than xerox chemicals? I think you shouldknow that 
a) chemical testing on th>. ink is inadequate testing of the ink alonei 

tire “ h °“ la toY0 *• *>“»*- 

fnui ‘* ith8r ° W “ 1 “ ”“ 14 ““ to “*»• «“• 

one can be positive proof on the negative side and 
the other can be pretty positive either way. 

J° n ® t estimate the capability of the FBI to identify the source of caper. Unlees 
they_dooeived the Warren Commission, ttoyoan differentiate between consecutive’ rolls of a 

inf ^n?*v P On ' at a UttXe before 2,10 WT0P » net source, quotef ITT «i 

il hlTlf J 7 ®^. proTe meQ0 waa «ittea this year. Unless someone kept some old paper 
inher desk or uaed very little, this would seem to suggest that testing of thTLIer IT 
need 0116 HooTBr “b Wo boys would not be likely to overlook. **** 

r, - Jf 3 q f tes H ®f b Klein “ boasting about the political outcome of this flap, both in 

***' * fat wiU happen to Democratic senatore. This, the leaking of 

in tnrf v'^p 01 ? in , a 3 P eoiai and prejudicial form early yesterday morning, the formulation 
in today's Poet and a number of other things can be indicative^ whaTc^ yet S^ctS 

hinSf 3 !"”!? T *° he th> ' case » then vhat baa not yet been reported and what 1 havT 
^ reluctant to make explicit because there is reasonable ^resumption you 

may not enjoy complete privacy in your mail, may be more important. * ? * 

one coflHh™ 1 !^ oonj- cture about ITT*, specifying this year as the time of the taping, 
2*“ U? eC T ’T ae aitmmattves, that they have your real or an imaging* 
source in mind (they surely have expendahlea) end were this the case, there couldbe the 

tto25h°L aen8a f ona * Char8 ° 8 prlor tha bearing of which the ntaLnaUon might slid! 

fiSf ° UtC0Be ° f WhiCh y ° u mlght bo a cloud. It might ^1 so hale a 

depressing efioot on your future capabilities* ^ a 

t, X . d ° J f t _ P ff 8gn t y!" “ • SQientl fic «P«t on the technical matters * have mentioned. 

Tl” aBd bis hiding and his distwting and misrepresenting. which took 

Warren and probably some members of the Commission staff in, have forced mo tn i 

been reported is far more than entirely inadequate. x t does not begin to indicate the 

f °!^ hija T £ ^ en0y ^ nonBal “d obvious examinations. 
th ® sporting *° whioh A have bad access, were 1 Jack Anderson I'd be 

rs £ isr^vt r»T sl, “* i °“ "»— • - “ ■ ^ »-rs- c sr 

T* “® ° r not * h®* it should be obvious there is nothing in the time I am 

bhuck^Blliott* III ITTTA 1 W aVSr a3k8d 0f you ia ^ of what I loaned 

Chuck BUiott, ana to that I have not even had the courtesy of a response. 



